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cr=ztion has zlready been proviced to Hezdguarters?

it sponse to an) of the questions is readily aveiliedle irn FKeacdouarters
cc stzze &né give the manes ené telephone nunbers of the pecple heving the
Sefaw=zricn znd in what forz (oezo, Teport, etc.) it wzs supplied.

Lennis Devlin, 426-7503, is in possesion of all Technical and Legal
information.

‘2. What is the History/threat of the site?

£ short, descriptive narrative of one to two pages'is preferred with an appendix
. of significant dates, Include & list of substances found, or believed to be
. found on the site (with notations to disringuish the difference) and a shorr

" description of the population at risk and/or the environnment a;fected.

‘Site was used'ésalandffll in 1950's, neariy all pr1orvﬂtpo11utar‘s

were found in groundwater study. Pollutants are seeping into Detroit R.
and possibly into jower aquifer

3. Wnat detailed studies have been performed on the site?

% short description of each study, with dates performed.
tractor, the project officer (vith address and telephone nuzber) and a summaTy
of the findings will be needed. 4 copy of the finzl repor:t, or execurive summary
of each sfudy will be requested to be sent to Headquarters. These studies include
»d'obe logicael studies, soil, wzter and azir monitoring, ground-penetrating racar
srucies a2ndé any others which define the extent ¢f the prodlem, provide informziic:
o e‘ te p an reoedizl oeasures and/or previde for & facili
[

The nawme of the con

[

Tty placozpletely

7/7% Greundviater s udy by base contractor. Found poliutant
infiltration intc river. -

1../7S% Study done by FMT,neerly same conclusions as base study.
On going study has indertified barre! areas.
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i, Yhat. emergencys/remedlzl 2CtiONs eTe netessaTy to cleanm the site?

rese zcticns arte those necesseTy to completely eliminzte or tlzizmztely secure o
the SzzarCous meterizls on or off the site. The Cescription of these mezsures
shculd be es specific es possidle and should reflect the czzz obrtzined in the
stuiéies supplied in znswer TO question 3. These zc:ilons zre not limiteé to.
those elready approvec or underveay but shouid be those the: shouléd be perforned
fer a totel cleznup of the site. These zre, hovever, generic activities such
es "rezcvel of contaminzted soil”, "repaekeging end/or resovel of érums”, “con-
sctuzticn cf a leechate collection end treztment sysies”. Include the studies
thet should be performed in order to berter define the remedial activities neecec.

Clay arcurd site. to prevent river infiltration.

. -

5. that a2lternative measures have been suggested?

ech activity prescribed in question £ provide z list of zlternstive methocs
ccnsicered a2t the site to achelve the objective. 1f only one method is zvailzble
t0 effect some remedial mezsure, or no sliernztive messures hzve been considerecd,
simply state that-as the case.: If possibdle, provide the merits and demerits of
each alternative considered. ’ -

None. )

6. Wazt is the final cleanup plan, if any, for the site? |

Being developed.
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7. wnat mechanisns sre availedle for funding the ebove closure plans?

ng sources include 311 monies, stzte fundings, private sources throuzh
tive Orders cr consent decrees, poney. "volenteered” froz privete
IT contracting or subceniracting end Supercfund money.

Court>action.

SF

8. What actions have been planned for the site?

These femediél/emergency activities are a subset-of-those indicated under question
2 2nd include those actions for which RFP's, IFB's, and/or TDD's have been pre-

pared. These are activities for which the scope of work and work plans have  been
developed but have not been initlated.

Being develcped now.

€. Wnzt problems are present to prevent the icplementation of activities under

question B?
Such problexms mzy include awvaiting final Tesults of & necessary study, poor .
veather' conditions delayjing construction, disallowzl of 311 money for the
.planned activity, extended contract negotiatioms, lack of subcontracting
voney under the FIT contrect, pudblic interference, lack of acceprable disposzl
site snd/or method. Include the anticipzted tine to overcone the obstacles
znt any ections that Heeadguarters could take to expecite the solution.

On going court Qction.
Complex litigation.
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10. Wnzt =cticns ETe currently underve

,.£
A brief description of the level of zctivicy, extent of recely enticipated, time
c? cozsletion end essociated costs (L aveilable) cf such activitles zs State-
cireczec cleanu;y, 311 acticns, owner/operztcr andé legisiazien

On going EPA study.
311 surface runoff Conta:rireiT.

11. Have cost estimates been developed?

At best estimate of the total cost should be supplied. If at all possible the
rationale behind the estimate should be provided. Also, needed, if availadle,
are the cost estimates for each anticipated activity described under gquestions
3 ané 4. Include the dates applicable to each of the cost estimztes.

Nb.j-

12. Have time estinmates been developed?

A best estimete of the total time needed tc clean the site as well as tipes
znd scheduling for each phase of cleanup should be provided. Is & facility
'mznagement plan available, or czn one be developed? If so, please supply
this information. If enforcement/legistation is underway hzve deadlines
been estzblished under Adzinistrative orcders or z coasent
what are they and are they being net? HKas z case develop
formulated? 1f so,; vhat are the relevan:t cates?

cdectee? 1f sgo,
oent plaz been

Ne.



te consicdered?

2Te the izpoTient cilrecumstances relevens
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té the cleznup that shoule

Court action to force base to.clean up site.

For imstance,

~

Enforcement/litigation

Public Parricipetion
Yes

Stzte Iavolvement

Yes

7z

Congressional Interest

Yes 1
Notoriety
Yes. !

What are the prospects of getting = responsible
perty to affect the cleznup in an accepiable
time? Is souce necessaTy precedent being esteb-
lighed?

Are pudblic interest groups actively involved?
"To what extent? Supply names (z2nd telephpne

nunbers) of people that should be contacted if -
the site is selected for cleznup under Super-
funé. '

Wnat level of activity has the STzte shown in
regards to the site? Should the State office
be contacted directly? Who in the State office
should perticipate? '

Eave eny STzte or Federzl Congressman shown 2
substantial interest in the site?

Eave newspapers, televisicn, activist groups
publicized the site? Exznoples would be love
Cznal, Mecphis, Velley of the Drums, ete.





